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ecclesiastical government and anxious to breathe the free air
of a new country. They had sought to escape the laws of their
native land, and did not intend to exchange one form of control,
that by a king, for another, that exercised by shareholders
eager for profits. Accordingly, almost immediately they began
to agitate for shifting of control from England to America, and
in 1629, at a general meeting of the shareholders, 'twenty-seven
members being present out of a total generality of one hundred
and twenty-five',1 a vote was carried to transfer the government
of the plantation to New England. In the spring of the next
year John Winthrop, a prime mover in the latest developments,
in company with some seven hundred emigrants, took the
charter to New England and formed the vanguard of what is
usually called the cgreat puritan migration3.
It has been calculated that, during this movement, some
60,000 people left England—about a third of them bound for
New England. Between 1630 and 1643 nearly 200 ships carried
20,000 men, women, and children thither at an estimated cost
of £200,000.
This rapid influx of immigrants, many of whom had left
their mother country because of unwillingness to submit any
longer to a hateful government, gave a powerful impetus to the
feeling of independence that animated the leaders of the Massa-
chusetts Bay Company. In the form of government that was
devised, the intention of the founders was to establish a Chris-
tian commonwealth in which puritan ideals would find full
recognition. Almost at once the momentous decision was taken
that none should be admitted to the privileges of a freeman un-
less he should first be accepted as a member of a church. Inas-
much as the freemen were to choose the assistants, as vacancies
occurred, and the assistants to name a governor from among
themselves, power was put into the hands of a sifted group. The
right to rule the many was entrusted to the few—the elect of
God. In the oath that was imposed, there was no mention of
loyalty to the king—merely an acknowledgement that the taker
was subject to the government of Massachusetts. These provi-
sions were in violation of the charter. Moreover little regard
was paid to the interests of those subscribers of the company's
stock who stayed in England, and they probably never received
anything except some land in the plantation. The treatment
1 Andrews, op. cit., p. 391.
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